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( a )  Requirement  that  persons  to  be  benefited 

form  ”a  section  of  the  community” » 
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In  Re  Delius 

Neville  Estates  v.  Madden 

( b )  Requirement  that  the  purpose  be  one  "beneficial 

to  the  community”  . 
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( c )  Requirement  that  a  gift  to  a 
^charitable  organization*1  must,  to 

qualify  for  exemption  under  the 

Estate  Tax  Act,  be  "absolute  and 

indefeasible81  . 

Comments  by  Mr.  John  de  M.  Marler  Q.C. 
on  the  meaning  of  "organization1'  and 
of  "absolute  and  indefeasible" 

( d )  The  Cy-Pres  doctrine;  herein  also  of 

"subscription  cases" . 

Re  Harwood 
Re  Peel’s  Release 
Re  Ulverston  Hospital  Fund 
Sheppard  v.  Bradshaw 


